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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 November 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 2-19 and 22-38 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) ^ Claim(s) 2-19 and 22-35 is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 36-38 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) [3 The drawing(s) filed on 12 December 2003 is/are: a)K accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see page 10, filed 1 1/14/05, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 36-38 under Nakagaki (US 5,285,268) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Gohman et al (US 5,978,051). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 37-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Gohman et al (US 5,978,051). 

Regarding claim 37, Gohman discloses a method for using a display device including 

light modulator (24) comprising: 

Identifying an active area aspect ratio (4:3 or 9:16-col. 2, lies 35-65); and 
Reposition one or more components of the display device (see col. 2). 

Regarding claim 23, Gohman discloses an apparatus for mapping image shapes for a 

display device, comprising: 

An illumination source (30,32) 
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Means for selection and image aspect ratio (controller of the projector -col. 1 and 

col. 2) 

Means for reshaping (integrators 28 or 29 with different exit apertures) 
Wherein the means for selection is configured to select the image aspect ratio or 
shape in response to an input provided by the user (col. 1-col.3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gohman 
et al (US 5,978,051). 

Regarding claim 36, Gohman discloses a method for using a display device including a 
light modulator, comprising: 

Identifying an active area aspect ratio (see col. 2,lines 35-65); 

Providing a display device an input signal that initiates mapping by the display 
device of the active area aspect ratio or shape onto the light modulator (see col. 1 -col. 
3). 

However, Gohman fails to specifically disclose an embodiment where the input signal 
that initiates automatic mapping by the display device. It would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make an automatic 
mapping signal, since the courts have held that replacing a mechanical or manual 
means with automation to accomplish the same result is not sufficient to overcome prior 
art and video data often contains format information for a processor to identify and map 
for displaying the information in its intended format. (See In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 95, 
120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958)). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 2-19,22-35 are allowed. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Regarding claim 8, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to 
anticipate or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that 
a rejection under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a 
combination of all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at 
least include the apparatus for mapping image shapes for a display device of claim 1 , 
wherein the means for selecting is configured to select an image aspect ratio or shape 
in response to an input provided by a user of the display device. 

Regarding claim 9, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate or 
fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
apparatus for mapping image shapes for a display device of claim 1 , wherein the means 
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for reshaping includes a member with a plurality of differently shaped apertures formed 
there through. 

Regarding claim 15, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
apparatus for mapping image shapes for a display device of claim 1 , wherein the means 
for reshaping includes a plurality of members and means for positioning the members 
adjacent an exit of the integrating rod depending upon the image aspect ratio or shape. 
Regarding claim 19, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
apparatus for mapping image shapes for a display device of claim 1 , wherein the means 
for reshaping includes an anamorphic lens selected and positioned adjacent an exit of 
the integrating rod depending upon the image aspect ratio or shape. 
Regarding claim 23, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
display device of claim 20, wherein the integrating rod has a partially open entrance. 
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Regarding claim 27, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
display device of claim 26,wherein the one or more members include a light reflecting 
surface facing an exit of the integrating rod. 

Regarding claim 28, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
display device of claim 26, wherein the one or more members include a light absorbing 
surface facing an exit of the integrating rod. 

Regarding claim 29, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
display device of claim 26, wherein the variable exit aperture includes means for 
positioning the one or more members adjacent an exit of the integrating rod depending 
upon a selected image aspect ratio or shape. 

Regarding claim 30, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
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all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
display device of claim 20, wherein the variable exit aperture is provided by an 
anamorphic lens selected and positioned adjacent an exit of the integrating rod 
depending upon a selected image aspect ratio or shape. 

Regarding claim 33, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include the 
display device of claim 21 , wherein the means for selecting is configured to select an 
image aspect ratio or shape in response to an input provided by a user of the display 
device. 

Regarding claim 34, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include a 
method of mapping images for a display device with an integrating rod, comprising: 
identifying an aspect ratio or shape for an image to be projected by the display device, 
and positioning an object with a plurality of differently shaped and/or sized apertures 
adjacent an exit of the integrating rod depending upon the aspect ratio or shape to 
selectively obstruct portions of the exit of the integrating rod. 

Regarding claim 35, prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate 
or fairly suggest the limitations of the dependent claims, in such manner that a rejection 
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under 35 U.S.C 102 or 103 would be proper. The prior art fails to teach a combination of 
all the claimed features as presented in independent claims, which at least include a 
method of mapping images for a display device with an integrating rod, comprising: 
identifying an aspect ratio or shape for an image to be projected by the display device, 
and positioning a plurality of objects adjacent an exit of the integrating rod depending 
upon the aspect ratio or shape to selectively obstruct portions of the exit of the 
integrating rod. 



Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Harrington whose telephone number is 571 
272 2330. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky Mack can be reached on 571 272 2333. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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